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in him is perfectly realized the communion of man with God ; and in 
the testimony which these accounts bear to the impression which Jesus 
made upon men lies their value. 

But the religion of Jesus Christ — by which the author means, not 
the religion which has its center and source in his person, but that 
attitude of entire dependence on God, perfect trust in God, of which 
he was the perfect type — is the very opposite of the religion of miracles. 

The book possesses great literary finish, and is written in a most 
interesting style. The author is more at home in science than in 
theology, and his many assumptions in the latter sphere are rather 
remarkable. For instance, he quietly asserts, without proof, that our 
conception of Jesus Christ would be unchanged were the miracles to 
disappear, while everybody knows that the accounts which we possess 
of him have all come down to us from persons who believed that he 
performed miraculous works. How can anyone prove that the posses- 
sion of miraculous powers is not an integral portion of the description 
of his person ? The miracle still awaits adequate treatment. 

The author's dependence on Strauss and Schleiermacher is very 
evident ; but, unlike the latter, he seems to have eviscerated the Chris- 
tian religion of all other content than that of dependence on God. 
What he would do with sin, guilt, and salvation therefrom, does not 
appear. 

George Cross. 

The University of Berlin. 



Genesis. Erklart von Lie. Dr. H. Holzinger, Stadtpfarrer in 
Munsingen (Wurttemberg). Mit einer Abbildung. (Kurzer 
Hand-Commentar zum Alten Testament. Abteilung I.) 
Freiburg i. B., Leipzig und Tubingen : Verlag von J. C. B. 
Mohr (Paul Siebeck), 1898. Pp. xxx-f- 278. Subscriptions- 
preis, M. 4.50; Einzelpreis, M. 6. 

This book is strictly true to the aim of the series, viz., to publish a 
commentary on the Old Testament, prepared from the historico- 
religious point of view. Faithful to this principle, the author, who has 
been known for some years by his elaborate book, Einleitung in den 
Hexateuch (1893), has written a commentary on Genesis, in which he 
seeks to interpret the book from this historico-religious point of view 
and to determine the value of the records which it contains, not for 
the biblical theology of the Old Testament, but for the history of Old 
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Testament religion. In his concise and well-written introduction he 
discusses the contents of the Hexateuch, and of Genesis in particular, 
and the testimony of the Hexateuch itself as to its author. He gives 
also a brief history of the criticism of the Hexateuch, and characterizes 
the documents J, E, and P, which appear in the book of Genesis ; and 
last, and best of all, he presents in tabular form the division of the 
book of Genesis among the documents J, E, and P, with careful analy- 
sis of J' and J* in chaps. 4-1 1. 

The distinguishing characteristic of the commentary proper is that, 
instead of following the order of the Massoretic text in his exposition, 
the author discusses independently the narratives of the two principal 
documents, the priestly and the prophetic. We thus have the inter- 
pretation of the story of the flood as preserved by P and as preserved 
by J, of the history of Abraham as told by P and as told by JE. The 
stories of Isaac, Jacob, and Joseph are examined in the same way. 

In his treatment of the text Dr. Holzinger is by no means an 
extremist, and in his purely philological and grammatical interpreta- 
tion he is guided by sound exegetical principles. These facts, together 
with the frequent references to the grammar and lexicon, will serve to 
make his book very helpful to the student. 

But it is in his discussion of the significance of the separate narra- 
tives, and of the primeval history and of the history of the patriarchs 
as a whole, as well as in his keen eye for interpolations and later addi- 
tions, that the author proves himself to be an ardent adherent of the 
newest school of criticism. In these discussions he does not, it is true, 
make any strikingly original contributions to the subject, but he does 
lay all students under a debt of gratitude to him for his careful and 
systematic application to the book of Genesis of the work of his prede- 
cessors and teachers, the most prominent of whom are, if we may judge 
from his references, Budde, Stade, and Wellhausen. 

It is not possible, with the space at our disposal, to indicate Dr. 
Holzinger's interpretation of the various narratives. A few examples 
will suffice to show in a general way his position. With regard to P's 
narrative of the creation " myth," he agrees with Gunkel in holding 
that it was not directly borrowed from the Babylonians, but that it must 
have come into Israel by way of Egypt and Phoenicia (p. 22). The 
origin of the paradise " saga " cannot be determined, but with Well- 
hausen he suggests the possibility that it may have originated in Arabia 
and come into Israel by way of Damascus, and that it could not have 
taken its present form in Israel until after the people had passed from 
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the nomadic to a settled mode of life. In the narratives of the prime- 
val history, as already intimated, he recognizes the presence of two 
Yahwistic currents, which, with Budde, he-calls J 1 and J 2 . With Budde, 
too, he regards J 2 as the principal narrative, but under the influence of 
Stade he doubts the unity of the so-called J ', and suggests that the 
principal narrative may have been enriched by the addition of a num- 
ber of older, independent "sagas" (p. 122). With regard to the patri- 
archal history, he denies absolutely that Israel was ever in Canaan 
before the Egyptian sojourn, and in general holds that these "sagas" 
have a historical worth only as they contain dim recollections of the 
origin of the various tribes and of the nation as a whole. In the inter- 
pretation of most of the names which occur in the patriarchal history 
as tribal names, and in the view that Abraham was the latest figure to 
be added to the group of the patriarchs, he agrees with E. Meyer, 
Stade, and Wellhausen, though he regards it as at least conceivable 
that back of the tribes may lie individual personalities who have given 
their names to these tribes (pp. 267-71). 

The foregoing exposition of the purpose and contents of the book 
renders a detailed criticism unnecessary. Holzinger has succeeded 
admirably in his task, and has given us a clear and comprehensive 
statement of what the school of criticism to which he belongs regards 
the book of Genesis to be, namely, a collection of stories or " sagas " 
of no historical value, or, at the best, of the very slightest historical 
value, and, indeed, so far as the patriarchal stories are concerned, with 
the exception of the story of Joseph, worthless for purposes of religious 
instruction. Of revelation in the proper sense of the term there is not 
a trace. This commentary is simply and solely a species of historical 
literature, devoted to the examination of the historical and religious 
significance of one of the documents of the ancient Hebrew literature. 
Biblical scholars who still believe in a proper revelation may criticise 
the philosophical presuppositions of the author, but all must unite in 
•congratulating him upon the successful accomplishment of his purpose. 

An index of passages relieves the difficulty which might be occa- 
sioned by the treatment of the book according to documents rather 
than in the traditional order, and an excellent topical index increases 
the value of the commentary as a work of reference. 

The typography of the book is excellent, but the proof-reading is 
not all that could be desired, especially in the matter of the Scripture 
citations. Walter R. Betteridge. 

Rochester Theological Seminary. 



